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INTRODUCTION
Rapid social change has become a prominent fact of American social
life in the latter part of this century. Transformations in various aspects of
our demographic system have occurred in the span of very few years. The
alterations in our national population picture prompted Congress in 1976
to pass a bill establishing the mid-decade census starting in 1985; the
traditional decennial enumeration was simply not providing census data
often enough to keep pace with the dynamics of our population. Another
concern is for up-to-date data which give us indications of changes occur-
ring in the U.S. population during intercensal periods. The Current Popu-
lation Reports are a prime example of that concern on the part of the U. S.
Bureau of the Census. These fairly reliable (Beale, 1976, p. 953) inter-
censal estimates permit federal, state, and local officials, as well as indi-
vidual citizens, to keep abreast of demographic trends which could affect
them.
The intention of the authors of this report is to present an analysis of the
estimates of the changes occurring since 1970, specifically in the popula-
tion of Louisiana. The purpose of the report is not only to inform the
state's officials and citizens of the direction of current trends, but to pro-
vide explanations for those trends, and to determine their significance. In
fulfilling these goals, emphasis is placed on the answers to two questions:
(1) How do changes since 1970 compare with the trends of the previous
intercensal period (1960-1970)? (2) What are the demographic factors
that account for the post- 1970 trends? The analysis of the demographic
factors involves an assessment of the relative importance of the three
demographic processes which, directly and exclusively, determine popu-
lation change: fertility, mortality, and migration.
The introductory section of this report is devoted to a discussion of the
sources of data. The presentation of the findings which follows is divided
into three sections. The first is brief, devoted exclusively to examining
*Assistant Professor and Research Assistant, respectively, Department of Sociology
and Rural Sociology.
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recent changes in the total population of the state. Section two deals with
differences between various residence categories (primarily persons liv-
ing in metropolitan areas versus persons living in nonmetropolitan areas)
and their rates of change. The analysis of residence differentials is of
particular interest in view of recent findings relative to a reversal in
migration patterns at the national level. The final section examines varia-
tions in the rates of population change among the 64 parishes of Louisiana.
SOURCES OF DATA
The principal sources of data for this study were the publications of the
Federal-State Cooperative Program, administered by the U. S. Bureau of
the Census as part of the bureau's Current Population Reports. These
publications include, for every year since 1970, estimates of the number
of inhabitants, births, deaths, and net migration in each state and county
of the United States. The estimates were derived from a wide assortment
of data found in vital statistics, school enrollments, and Social Security,
Medicare, and income tax records.
The specific report used most extensively in this study was No. 75-18
of Series P-26, released in March of 1976 and entitled "Estimates of the
Population of Louisiana Parishes and Metropolitan Areas: July 1, 1974
and 1975. ,M
CHANGES IN THE TOTAL POPULATION
OF THE STATE
From April 1 , 1970 to June 30, 1975, it is estimated that the population
of the state grew from 3,642,463 to 3,790,500, an increase of 148,037
inhabitants, or 4. 1 percent. The annual rate of growth for the period was
0.76, a rate which, if continued, will mean that the state by 2080 will
have twice the number of inhabitants it had in 1975.
The state's population increased during the 5-year period only because
there was a surplus of births over deaths. Otherwise, it would have de-
creased, for Louisiana lost population in the exchange of migrants with
other states. Net migration (the difference between those moving in and
moving out of the state) from 1970 to 1975 totaled -35,188. Births
numbered 359,729, while deaths amounted to 176,504. The resulting
natural increase of 1 83 ,225 inhabitants far exceeded the migration losses.
'The Current Population Report mentioned does not contain data for the decade of the
1960's, data which are necessary to analyze trends. Most of that information was com-
piled and published in a Louisiana Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin (Paterson and
Bertrand, 1972), which was devoted to population changes in the state from 1950 to 1970.
In addition, estimates of net migration for the 1960 to 1970 decade were taken from a
recent publication of the Economic Research Service of the U.S. Department of Agricul-




The tendency of the U.S. population to concentrate in large metropoli-
tan centers has been a pervasive trend during most of the 20th century.
The profound impact of this trend on the development of American soci-
ety has been widely recognized and documented. Furthermore, social sci-
entists, as well as the general public, had come to believe that the urbani-
zation trend would continue unabated into the foreseeable future.
It was therefore with considerable interest that sociologists and demog-
raphers noted the results of a recent study released by the U.S. Department
of Agriculture. 2 The findings showed that from 1970 to 1973, nonmet-
ropolitan counties grew at a faster rate than metropolitan counties. The rate
of growth for the former was 4.2 percent, while for the latter it was 2.9.
Beale, the author of the report, noted that trends during the period from
1 960 to 1 970 revealed that nonmetropolitan areas were starting to hold their
own, retaining more population than they had in the past. But no one really
expected that the growth rate of those areas would ever exceed the rate of
population increase in metropolitan areas. In addition to this overall con-
clusion, Beale went further and examined differences in the growth rates of
various categories of nonmetropolitan counties (according to their prox-
imity to metropolitan counties) and presented explanations for the differen-
tials in rates.
This section of the present study is concerned with comparing national
demographic trends with the population trends of Louisiana. This particu-
lar analysis takes on special significance in view of Beale' s observation
that in addition to the Great Plains the one other major area of the United
States which was not following the national trend was the Mississippi
Delta (Beale, 1975, p. 7). If this was true for Louisiana, then why wasn't
the state following the national pattern?
The analysis that follows was guided by, although not limited to, the
various conclusions reached by Beale in his examination of the national
data. These conclusions can be regarded as hypotheses that were tested
utilizing the data on Louisiana:
1. Since 1970, the population in nonmetro counties has grown at a
faster rate than the population in metro counties.
2. Since 1970, the population in nonmetro counties that are adjacent
2The study was conducted by Calvin L. Beale of the Economic Research Service, U. S.
Department of Agriculture, and published in June of 1975 in a bulletin entitled: The
Revival of Population Growth in Nonmetropolitan America. Since the appearance of that
publication, further research by Beale and others has confirmed the basic findings (Beale,
1976; Tucker, 1976; Morrison and Wheeler, 1976; Wardwell, 1976).
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to metro counties has grown at the fastest rate, faster than the
population
in either nonadjacent nonmetro counties or in metro
counties.
3. Since 1970, the population in nonadjacent nonmetro counties
has
grown at a faster rate than the population in metro counties.
4. Since 1970, the population in the more urbanized nonmetro
coun-
ties has grown at a rate that did not exceed the growth rate of the
remain-
der of the nonmetro population.
5. Although completely rural nonmetro counties had been
losing
population during the decade of the 1960's, since 1970 they have reversed
that trend, increasing the number of their inhabitants. The rate of that
growth, however, was slower than the rate for the remainder of the
nonmetro population.
6 Although nonmetro counties had been losing population
through
migration in the decade of the 1960's, since 1970 they have
experienced
positive net migration. This shift has occurred in both the
adjacent and
nonadjacent counties, but it is more pronounced among the latter.
7. Since 1970, the gains in population made through migration by
the
more urbanized nonmetro areas were not as high as the gains
in popula-
tion made through migration by the remainder of the nonmetro
counties.
8. Since 1970, the gains in population made through natural increase
by the more urbanized nonmetro areas were higher than the
gains in popu-
lation made through natural increase by the remainder of the
nonmetro
counties.
9. Given their low rates of natural increase, the growth of
population
since 1970 in completely rural counties has principally been
a result of
inmigration.
10. In comparison with the period from 1960 to 1970, metro
counties
have experienced since 1970 a drop in the amount of population
they have
gained through migration.
The scope of the present analysis is strictly demographic; that is, ex-
planations for the observed trends are sought, as noted earlier,
in the
demographic variables that directly affect population growth: fertility,
mortality, and migration. -Consequently, Beale's conclusions with respect
to the social and economic variables that may be associated with those
demographic trends are omitted.
Approach
Since comparisons among various residential categories are basic
to
this analysis, it is important to specify the criteria that
were utilized for
dividing the state into these categories. Metropolitan
parishes are those
within the boundaries of the state's seven Standard
Metropolitan Statisti-
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cal Areas (SMSA's) in 1975. It should be noted that not all of these
parishes were metropolitan prior to 1975. Nevertheless, in order to make
valid comparisons with earlier periods, they were consistently placed in
the metropolitan category throughout the study (see Figure 1 ).
Further subdivision of metropolitan areas was made by using the sub-
categories of metropolitan counties suggested in a USDA publication
(Hines et al., 1975, p. 4). These more delimited categories, their defini-
tions, and the Louisiana parishes that could be categorized under each in
1975 are listed below:
1 . Greater metropolitan (parishes contained within SMSA's of 1 mill-
ion or more inhabitants): the parishes of the New Orleans SMSA (Or-
leans, Jefferson, St. Bernard, and St. Tammany).
2. Medium metropolitan (parishes contained within SMSA's of
250,000 to 999,999 inhabitants): the parishes of the Baton Rouge and
Shreveport SMSA's (Ascension, East Baton Rouge. Livingston, West
Baton Rouge, Bossier, Caddo, and Webster).
3. Small metropolitan (parishes contained within SMSA's of less than
250,000 inhabitants): the parishes of the Alexandria, Lafayette, Lake
Charles, and Monroe SMSA's (Grant, Rapides, Lafayette, Calcasieu, and
Ouachita).
Nonmetropolitan parishes are, of course, those not contained within
SMSA's. Further subdivisions of this broad category again follow the
suggestions of Hines, et al. (1975, p. 4) and are based on two criteria: (1)
proximity to metropolitan counties, and (2) the size of the urban population
of each parish. These more specific groupings, their definitions, and the
Louisiana parishes that could be categorized under each in 1975 are as
follows:
1 . Urbanized adjacent (parishes contiguous to SMSA's and having an
aggregate urban population of at least 20,000 inhabitants): Acadia, Iberia,
Lafourche, Lincoln, St. Landry, Tangipahoa, Vernon, and Washington.
2. Urbanized nonadjacent (parishes not contiguous to SMSA's and
having an aggregate urban population of at least 20,000 inhabitants): St.
Mary and Terrebonne.
3. Less urbanized adjacent (parishes contiguous to SMSA's and hav-
ing an aggregate urban population of 2,500 to 19,999 inhabitants): Allen,
Avoyelles, Beauregard, Bienville, Claiborne, DeSoto, East Feliciana,
Evangeline, Iberville, Jackson, Jefferson Davis, Morehouse, Natch-
itoches, Plaquemines, Pointe Coupee, Richland, St. Charles, St. James,
St. John the Baptist, St. Martin, Union, Vermilion, and Winn.
4. Less urbanized nonadjacent (parishes not contiguous to SMSA's
and having an aggregate urban population of 2,500 to 19,999 inhabit-
ants): Catahoula, Concordia, East Carroll, Franklin, Madison, and
Sabine.
5. Totally rural adjacent (parishes contiguous to SMSA's and having
no urban population): Assumption, Caldwell, Cameron, LaSalle, Red
River, St. Helena, and West Feliciana.
6. Totally rural nonadjacent (parishes not contiguous to SMSA's and
having no urban population): Tensas and West Carroll.
Residential Differentials in Population Change
The number of inhabitants in Louisiana in 1975 and 1970 by major
residence categories — metropolitan versus nonmetropolitan residence
with the latter further subdivided according to proximity to metro parishes— is shown in Table 1 . Changes occurring in the 5-year period are also
shown in the table. These changes are expressed in absolute terms, as a
percent of the 1970 population, and as an annual growth rate.
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Table 1 .—Percent Change and Annual Growth Rate of the Population by Major
Residence Categories, Louisiana, 1970-1975




Residence Category 1975 1970 Number % Change Growth Rate
Louisiana 3,790,500 3,642,463° 148,037 4.1 0.76
Metropolitan 2,388,600 2,260, 118 128,482 5.7 1.06
Nonmetropolitan 1,401,900 1,382,345 19,555 1.4 0.27
Adjacent 1,135,600 1,1 17,904 17,696 1.6 0.30
Nonadjacent 266,300 264,441 1,859 0.7 0.13
The total for the state shown here includes all corrections to the 1970 Census made subsequent to the
release of the official count. The official 1970 Census count for Louisiana was 3,643,180.
b
The change is actually between April 1, 1970 and June 30, 1975, resulting in a time interval of 5.25
years.
Source.- Computed from data obtained from the U. S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976.
Differences by residence were found, but it is apparent that the state is
not following the national trend. In contrast to Beale's findings on the
total U.S. population, the metropolitan areas of Louisiana grew at a con-
siderably faster rate than nonmetropolitan areas. Additionally, the non-
metropolitan population in parishes adjacent to SMSA's grew at a consid-
erably slower rate than the metropolitan population and only slightly fas-
ter than the rest of the nonmetropolitan population. The nonmetro popula-
tion in nonadjacent parishes exhibited by far the slowest rate of growth.
Perhaps the best way to summarize the data in Table 1 is to say that the
first three national trends that were listed have definitely not been echoed
in the population of Louisiana. In fact, the trends in this state are exactly
the opposite of national patterns.
Since the national study made comparisons between the period since
1970 and the decennial period just before 1970 to demonstrate that recent
patterns constituted a reversal of previous trends, the same procedure was
used in analyzing the data for Louisiana. Annual growth rates for the
1970-1975 period and corresponding rates for 1960-1970 are shown in
Table 2. The biggest different between the two time periods was that from
1970 to 1975 the population of the state grew at a slower rate than during
the preceding decennial period. This pattern was reflected in all the resi-
dence categories. Despite the overall pattern of higher growth rates in the
earlier period, however, it is apparent that in Louisiana the nonmetro-
nonadjacent annual rate for 1970-1975 dropped much more than did the
rates for the other residence groups. In fact, in the 1960-1970 period, the
growth rate of the nonmetro-nonadjacent dwellers was considerably
higher than the rate for the adjacent population. But in the subsequent
period, the rate for the former dropped from 0.85 to 0.13, considerably
lower than the corresponding rate for the adjacent population. It can be
11
Table 2.—Annual Growth Rate of the Population by Major Residence Categories,
Louisiana, 1970-1975 and 1960-1970
Annual Growth Rate






Source: Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March 1976, and U.S. Census of Population, 1960, PC (1)-A20, Louisiana.
concluded that, overall, from 1970 to 1975 the relative standing of the
various residence categories in terms of their growth rates was not very
different from the situation during the preceding decade. The only excep-
tion was the tremendous drop in the growth rate of the nonmetro-
nonadjacent population, making that category the one with the lowest rate
in the recent 5-year period. This, of course, stands in obvious contrast to
the national pattern.
It would be of interest to examine the implications which the growth
rates in Table 2 have had for the redistribution of the population of the
state into the major residence categories. Since 1960 there has been a
slight, yet steady, increase in the proportion of the population of
Louisiana residing in metropolitan parishes (Table 3). During the same
year both subcategories of the nonmetropolitan population decreased in
relative importance.
Using the criteria specified earlier, both metropolitan and nonmet-
ropolitan populations can be subdivided to examine in more detail the
process of population change in Louisiana from 1970 to 1975. In Table 4,
the metropolitan population is divided according to the size of individual
metrolitan areas, with each SMSA listed separately. For the New Orleans
SMSA a further distinction is made between the core parish (Orleans) and
Table 3.—Distribution of the Population of Louisiana by Major Residence Categories,
1975, 1970, and 1960
1975 1970 1960
Residence Category Number % Number % Number %
Louisiana 3,790,500 100.0 3,642,463 100.0 3,257,022 100.0
Metropolitan 2,388,600 63.0 2,260,118 62.0 1,944,834 59.7
Nonmetropolitan 1,401,900 37.0 1,382,345 38.0 1,312,188 40.3
Adjacent 1,135,600 30.0 1,117,904 30.7 1,069,194 32.8
Nonadjacent 266,300 7.0 264,441 7.3 242,994 7.5
Source.- Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March 1976, and U.S. Census of Population: 1960, PC(1)-A20, Louisiana
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Table 4.—Percent Change in the Metropolitan Population of Louisiana by Specific
Residence Categories, 1 970 - 1 975
Total Population Change, 1 970- 1 975
Residence Category 1975 1970 Number %
Louisiana 3,790,500 3,642,463 148,037 4.1
Metropolitan 2,388,600 2,260,1 18 128,482 5.7
Greater Metro Area
(New Orleans SMSA) 1,094,300 1 ,046,470 47,830 4.6
Core Parish 564,300 593,471 -29,171 -4.9
Fringe Parishes 530,000 452,999 77,001 17.0
Medium Metro Areas 757,100 709,454 47,646 6.7
Baton Rouge SMSA 41 1,400 375,628 35,772 9.5
Shreveport SMSA 345,700 333,826 1 1,874 3.6
Smaller Metro Areas 537,200 504,194 33,006 6.5
Alexandria SMSA 135,800 131,749 4,051 3.1
Lafayette SMSA 125,300 111,643 13,657 12.2
Lake Charles SMSA 150,500 145,415 5,085 3.5
Monroe SMSA 125,600 115,387 10,213 8.8
Source: Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976.
the fringe parishes (Jefferson, St. Bernard, and St. Tammany). Perhaps
the most interesting observation that can be made from information in the
table is that the largest SMSA grew at a slower rate than the rest of the
metropolitan population and that it was the loss of population experienced
by the core parish that was solely responsible for that lower rate of
change. The fringe parishes of the New Orleans SMSA grew at a pace
that exceeded the growth rate of each of the metro areas of the state.
The population of medium and smaller metro parishes, particularly the
former, exhibited increases that far outpaced the growth rate of the entire
New Orleans metro area. There was, however, substantial variation
within those categories. Lafayette grew 12.2 percent in just 5 years.
Baton Rouge and Monroe also experienced increases that were considera-
bly above the growth rate of the entire metropolitan population. The rest
of the SMSA's, however, each had a lower growth rate than that of the
total metropolitan population. In fact, the growth rate of Shreveport,
Alexandria, and Lake Charles was even below that of the New Orleans
SMSA.
The counterpart of Table 4 for the nonmetropolitan population is Table
5. It is clear that of the nonmetro parishes, the most urbanized ones (both
adjacent and nonadjacent) experienced the greatest increases from 1970 to
1975. This, of course, is not in agreement with Beale's conclusion that
the population in the more urbanized nonmetro counties grew at a rate that
did not exceed the growth rate of the rest of the nonmetro population. By
far the greatest percent increase in the nonmetro category was that of the
nonadjacent urbanized parishes.
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Ta b|e 5.—Percent Change in the Nonmetropolitan Population of Louisiana by Specific
Residence Categories, 1970-1975
Residence Category
Total Population Change, 1970-1975
1975 1970 Number %
Louisiana 3,790,500 J,o4z,4oJ
i zip m7
1 4o,UJ/ 4 1
Nonmetropolitan 1 ,401 ,900
1 o
i y,ooo 1 4
Adjacent 1,135,600 1,117,904 17,696 1.6
Urbanized 464,400 454,267 10,133 2.2
Less Urbanized 590,000 583,216 6,784 1.2
Totally Rural 81,200 80,421 779 1.0
Nonadjacent 266,300 264,441 1,859 0.7
Urbanized 144,000 136,801 7,199 5.3
Less Urbanized 101,100 104,880 -3,780 -3.6
Totally Rural 21,200 22,760 -1,560 -6.8
Source.- Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976.
The changes in population registered by the totally rural parishes of
Louisiana also stand in sharp contrast to national patterns. Whereas
Beale found that totally rural nonmetro counties had started to grow after
at least a decade of losing population, in Louisiana only adjacent rural
parishes exhibited population growth, and even then it was slight. The
rural nonadjacent parishes (Tensas and West Carroll) together lost 6.8
percent of their inhabitants in just 5 years. Combining the two totally rural
categories (adjacent and nonadjacent) yields a population loss of 0.8 per-
cent. In addition to the totally rural parishes, the less-urbanized-
nonadjacent parishes were also population losers from 1970 to 1975.
In summary, the data for Louisiana reveal that the state as a whole is an
exception to the national pattern described by Beale. Metropolitan areas,
particularly the small and medium-sized SMSA's, have continued to
exhibit higher growth rates than nonmetropolitan areas. Among the latter,
the nonadjacent and totally rural parishes continue to be areas of either
population loss or very little growth. Contrary to the national trend, the
rate of increase in the population of nonmetro-nonadjacent areas was
lower in 1970-1975 than during the 10-year period preceding 1970.
Components of Change
The first step toward understanding the growth trends observed in the
previous section is an analysis of the changes occurring during the same
period in the three components of population change: fertility, mortality,
and migration. To simplify the present analysis, the effect of fertility and
mortality will be measured by natural increase, which is the difference
between the number of births and deaths. The importance of migration
will be ascertained through data on net migration, which are arrived at by
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subtracting the number of persons moving out from the number of persons
moving into the area in question.
The Current Population Report No. 75-18 of Series P-26 not only con-
tains estimates of the total population of each parish in 1975, but also
estimates of the components of change from 1970 to 1975. The figures
from that source on the number of births and deaths are based on reported
vital statistics from April 1 , 1970 to December 31 , 1975, with extrapola-
tions to June 30, 1975. The estimate of net migration was obtained by the
Census Office in a residual manner, by subtracting the natural increase
figure from estimates of total population change during the 5-year period.
After securing for each parish the number of births and deaths recorded
from April 1, 1970 to June 30, 1975, it was possible to adjust estimates
found in the Current Population Reports in accordance with the actual
data.
3 Therefore, the figures used here on both natural increase and net
migration can probably be regarded as more precise than those found in
P-26 No. 75-18. While the adjustments were not of a great magnitude, the
increased accuracy could be crucial when examining the population
dynamics of relatively small populations.
The state's growth trends from 1970 to 1975 are shown in Table 6.
Metropolitan parishes gained proportionately more population through
natural increase than did the nonmetropolitan parishes as a whole. It can
be seen, however, that the nonmetro-nonadjacent parishes had a rate of
natural increase that was not only substantially above the adjacent categ-
ory, but also slightly above the rate for metro areas. In net migration.
Table 6.—Components of Change in the Population of Louisiana, by Major Residence
Categories, 1970-1975
Natural Increase Net Migration
1970-1975 1970-1975
Residence Category Births Deaths Number Rate a Number Rate b
Louisiana 359,729 176,504 183,225 9.6 -35,188 -0.97
Metropolitan 227,283 107,935 119,348 10.1 9,134 0.40
Nonmetropolitan 132,446 68,569 63,877 8.8 -44,322 -3.21
Adjacent 104,617 55,965 48,652 8.3 -30,956 -2.77
Nonadjacent 27,829 12,604 15,225 11.0 -13,366 -5.05
a
The rate of average annual natural increase was computed by dividing the amount of natural increase
from 1 970 to 1 975 by the total population in that category in 1 970. The result was then multiplied by 1 ,000,
and then divided by 5.25.
b The rate of net migration was computed by dividing the amount of net migration from 1 970- 1 975 by the
total population in that category in 1970, and then multiplied by 100.
Source.- Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976; Office of the Public Health Statistics, Pub//c Health Sputics, 1974
Series, No. 4 and 1975 Series No. 2, and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972 and 1973.
3The cooperation of the Louisiana Office of Public Health Statistics, and its former
director. Ernie Atkins, made it possible to secure these unpublished data.
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however, the nonadjacent parishes were the big losers. In fact, all non-
metro areas lost population through migration. Metro areas were the only
ones experiencing positive net migration, and then only slightly. It is not
surprising that the state as a whole lost population through migration dur-
ing those 5 years. Returning to Beale's conclusions, it is
obvious that
nonmetropolitan areas of Louisiana have not switched to positive net mig-
ration and that nonadjacent parishes have experienced the greatest
popula-
tion losses through migration. It is not difficult to see why, despite their
high rates of natural increase, these nonadjacent parishes managed to
exhibit the slowest rates of population growth during the 5-year period in
question.
Components of change for the subdivisions of the metropolitan popula-
tion are presented in Table 7. The highest rates of both natural increase
and net migration were experienced by the three SMSA's that had exhi-
bited the highest growth rate: Lafayette, Baton Rouge, and Monroe. The
rates for Lafayette were particularly high. Interestingly, New Orleans
grew during this period exclusively from natural increase, since it actually
lost population through migration. Once again, however, the distinction
between the core and fringe parishes of that SMSA is a meaningful one,
for Orleans Parish experienced negative net migration while the
fringe
Table 7.— Components of Change in the Metropolitan Population of Louisiana by

































































































°The rate of average annual natural increase was computed by dividing the
amount of natural increase
from 1 970 to 1 975 by the total population in that category in 1 970. The result was
then multiplied by 1 ,000,
and then divided by 5.25.
,
b
The rate of net migration was computed by dividing the amount of net migration
from 1 970- 1 975 by the
total population in that category in 1970, and then multiplied by 100.
Source: Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current
Populat,on Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March 1976; Office of the Public Health Statistics, Public
Health Statists, 1974
Series, No. 4 and 1975 Series No. 2, and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972
and 1973.
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parishes exhibited the highest rate of net migration of all residence classes
in Table 7.
The three SMSA's that had exhibited the slowest rates of growth
(Shreveport, Alexandria, and Lake Charles) also had to depend exclu-
sively on natural increase for growth in their population. They also lost
population in the exchange of migrants with other areas. Of all metro
areas, Lakes Charles was the SMSA which, on a relative basis, sustained
the greatest losses through migration. It was able to compensate for these
losses, however, with one of the highest rates of natural increase.
The components of change for the subdivisions of the nonmetropolitan
population are presented in Table 8. It should be noted that every sub-
category of the nonmetropolitan population of Louisiana lost population
through migration in the period in question. There was little variation
between the migration rates for the categories of the adjacent population:
all three of them were close to the rate for the nonmetropolitan population
as a whole. Within the nonadjacent category, however, there was a real
disparity. Whereas losses of the nonadjacent-urbanized parishes were at
about the same level as those of the adjacent population, the rates for the
less urbanized and totally rural nonadjacent parishes represented losses of
a much greater magnitude. The nonadjacent parishes that are totally rural
are particularly noteworthy, for they lost through migration the equivalent
of more than 10 percent of their 1970 population. Once again, little evi-
dence was found here of the patterns that prevail nationally. Beale's con-
Table 8.—Components of Change in the Nonmetropolitan Population of Louisiana by
Specific Residence Categories, 1970-1975
Natural Increase Net Migration
1970-1975 1970-1975
Residence Category Births Deaths Number Rate
a
Number Rate b
Louisiana 359,729 176,504 183,225 9.6 -35,188 -0.97
Nonmetropolitan 132,446 68,569 63,877 8.8 -44,322 -3.21
Adjacent 104,617 55,965 48,652 8.3 -30,956 -2.77
Urbanized 42,363 21,019 21,344 8.9 -11,211 -2.46
Less Urbanized 55,321 30,891 24,430 8.0 -17,646 -3.03
Totally Rural 6,933 4,055 2,878 6.8 -2,099 -2.61
Nonadjacent 27,829 12,604 15,225 11.0 -13,366 -5.05
Urbanized 15,881 5,284 10,597 14.7 -3,398 -2.48
Less Urbanized 9,890 5,993 3,897 7.1 -7,677 -7.32
Totally Rural 2,058 1,327 731 6.1 -2,291 -10.07
a
The rate of average annual natural increase was computed by dividing the amount of natural increase
from 1 970 to 1 975 by the total population in that category in 1 970. The result was then multiplied by 1 ,000,
and then divided by 5.25.
The rate of net migration was computed by dividing the amount of net migration from 1 970-1 975 by the
total population in that category in 1970, and then by 100.
Source.- Computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976; Office of the Public Health Statistics, Public Health Statistics, 1974
Series, No. 4 and 1975 Series No. 2, and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972 and 1973.
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elusion, that the gains in population made through migration by the more
urbanized metro areas were not as high as the gains in population made
through migration by the remainder of the nonmetro counties, simply
does not hold true here. In the first place, there were no gains through
migration in any of the nonmetropolitan categories, and secondly, the
losses of the urbanized parishes were not as great as the losses experi-
enced by the remainder of the nonmetro parishes.
Examining the rates of natural increase, it is clear that the more ur-
banized nonmetro parishes (both adjacent and nonadjacent) experienced
the highest rates of such increases. This means that gains in population
made through natural increase by the more urbanized nonmetro areas
were higher than gains made through natural increase by the remainder of
the nonmetro counties, and is thus far the only one of Beale's findings
that finds an echo in Louisiana.
The urbanized-nonadjacent parishes exhibited a rate of natural increase
of 14.7, by far the highest of the rates in Table 8. This high rate of natural
increase, combined with comparatively low losses through migration, is
the reason why more urbanized-nonadjacent parishes exhibited the high-
est growth rate of all the nonmetro parishes. In contrast, the remainder of
the nonadjacent parishes experienced a relatively low natural increase.
This somewhat small rate of natural increase, together with heavy migra-
tion losses, caused these less urbanized and totally rural parishes to ex-
perience a decline in their total populations from 1970 to 1975.
The categories with the lowest rates of natural increase were the totally
rural adjacent and nonadjacent parishes. It is probable that these parishes
experienced, for some time prior to 1970, a considerable amount of age-
selective outmigration that resulted in a subfecund age structure, or an age
composition with proportionately few persons in reproductive ages. It is
also possible that these rural parishes suffer from higher mortality levels in
comparison with the other residence categories. Beale's conclusion that
totally rural counties grew principally through migration is not applicable
to the situation in Louisiana, where these parishes not only experienced
heavy losses through migration , but did not even grow from 1 970 to 1 975
.
Since many of Beale's findings are based upon comparisons between
the
trends since 1970 and the situation for the decade prior
to that year, it
is worthwhile to compare the changes in the components of population
growth between those two time periods using the data from Louisiana.
Annual estimates of natural increase and net migration for each specific
category of the metropolitan population are shown in Table 9. The table
was drawn to facilitate a comparison between estimates for 1960 to 1970
and those for the period since 1970. These figures were arrived at through
the method suggested by Shryock, et al. (1973, p. 608) for contrasting the
levels of net migration or natural increase between time periods of un-
equal length. Following Beale's approach, rates were not computed for
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Table 9.—Estimates of Annual Natural Increase and Net Migration for the Metropoli-
tan Population, by Specific Residence Categories, Louisiana, 1970-1975,
and 1960-1970
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual
Natural Increase Net Migration
Residence Category 1970-1975 1960-1970 1970-1975 1960-1970
Louisiana 34,900 51,640 -6,702 -12,295
Metropolitan 22,733 30,820 1,740 -3,322
Greater Metro Area 9,346 13,110 -236 795
(New Orleans SMSA)
Core Parish 3,678 6,811 -9,235 -10,189
Fringe Parishes 5,668 6,299 8,999 10,984
Medium Metro Areas 7,838 10,074 1,238 -1,226
Smaller Metro Areas 5,549 7,636 738 -2,891
Source-. Computed from data obtained from the Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Population Estimates, Series P-26, No. 75-18, and Karen W. Paterson and Alvin L. Bertrand, Louisiana's
Human Resources, Part V, Louisiana State University, Agricultural Experiment Station, Bulletin No. 661,
April, 1972.
these absolute figures. Caution should be taken, therefore, in comparing
the figures in the table. Vertical comparisons, that is, comparisons bet-
ween residence classes, should not be made since different population
bases are involved. The only valid contrasts are those between time
periods within each residence category, which is precisely the kind of
analysis most suitable for our purposes.
It is apparent that the last conclusion listed (number 10) is not an accu-
rate description of the situation in Louisiana. Metropolitan parishes in
Louisiana gained population through migration in the more recent period.
In the previous decade, the annual net migration rate indicates these
parishes had been losing population in the exchange of inhabitants with
other areas. There is little difference between the two time periods with
respect to the Greater Metro Area (New Orleans). It is interesting, how-
ever, that although the fringe parishes continued to gain population
through migration, these gains had apparently leveled off and even drop-
ped slightly. The core parish of Orleans continued to lose inhabitants. It is
among the medium and smaller SMSA's that a more noticeable contrast is
present. After losing population through migration during the previous
decade, the 1970-1975 net migration figures for these parishes were on
the positive side.
In terms of differences in natural increase between the two time
periods, there was a consistent drop in all parishes in the number of in-
habitants that the natural processes contributed annually. The trend most
responsible for this was probably the general decline in the birth rate, a
decline that intensified after the late 1960's.
Table 10 is the counterpart of Table 9 for the nonmetropolitan popula-
tion. Unless one wishes to engage in the questionable practice of drawing
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Table 10.—Estimates of Annual Natural Increase and Net Migration for the Nonmet-
ropolitan Population, by Specific Residence Categories, Louisiana,
1970-1975 and 1960-1970
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual
Natural Increase Net Migration
Residence Category 1 970- 1 975 1 yoU- 1 y/u 1 y/U- i y/
D
1 OAA 1 07f\
i you- 1 y/u
Louisiana 34,900 51,640 -6,702 -12,295
Nonmetropolitan 12,167 20,820 -8,442 -8,973
Adjacent 9,267 16,174 -5,896 -6,660
Urbanized 4,066 6,752 -2,135 -100
Less Urbanized 4,653 8,438 -3,361 -5,865
Totally Rural 548 984 -400 -695
Nonadjacent 2,900 4,646 -2,546 -2,313
Urbanized 2,019 2,787 -647 -54
Less Urbanized 742 1,542 -1,462 -1,644
Totally Rural 139 317 -437 -615
Source: Computed from data obtained the Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Population
Estimates, Series P-26, No. 75-18, and Karen W. Paterson and Alvin L. Bertrand, Louisiana's Human
Resources, Part V, Louisiana State University, Agricultural Experiment Station, Bulletin No. 661, April,
1972.
significance from relatively small numerical differences in the estimates
for the two time periods, one must conclude that, overall, the net migra-
tion patterns for the recent 5 -year period seem to continue the trends es-
tablished during the 1960-1970 decade. All nonmetro groupings con-
tinued their losing tradition into the 1970's.
With respect to natural increase, the pattern exhibited by the metropoli-
tan parishes is also evident in Table 10. There was an overall decline in
annual gains made through natural increase. It appears, however, that less
urbanized as well as totally rural parishes of both adjacent and nonadjacent
categories have experienced a greater drop in annual natural increase than
urbanized parishes (both adjacent and non-adjacent) between the two time
periods.
PARISH DIFFERENTIALS
Since the 64 parishes of Louisiana are significant civil-administrative
divisions, the main concern in this section is to provide interested citizens
and local officials with the following information about their respective
parishes: ( 1 ) What is the latest ( 1 975) estimate of population? (2) What has
been the direction and amount of change since the 1970 census? (3) How
have the trends in the components of change determined the recent changes
in the total population of the parish? (4) How do all these changes compare
with the population dynamics of the previous decade (1960-1970)? (5)
How do the findings in the previous section with respect to residential
differentials help us understand the rates of change in the parish popula-
tions?
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The total number of inhabitants in each parish in both 1 970 and 1 975 , as
well as the amount and percent of change during this 5-year period, are
presented in Table 1 1 . The parishes are also ranked in the table according to
their total population in 1975 and also according to percent of change. In
terms of number of inhabitants in 1975, Orleans was the largest parish with
Table 1 1.—The Parishes of Louisiana: Number of Inhabitants, 1970 and 1975, and
Changes in Population, 1970-1975
Total Population Change
Rank in
Parish 1 970 1975 1 975 Number Percent Kank
Louisiana 3,642,463 3,790,500 148,037 4.1
Acadia 52,109 53,100 18 991 1.9 32
Allen 20,794 20,100 42 -694 -3.3 52
Ascension 37,086 40,100 23 3,014 8.1 13
Assumption 19,654 20,000 43 346 1.8 33
Avoyelles 37,751 37,500 25 -251 -0.6 43
Beauregard 22,888 25,600 35 2,712 11.8 6
Bienville 16,024 16,600 48 576 3.6 26
Bossier 63,703 67,700 14 3,997 6.3 18
Caddo 230,184 238,400 4 8,216 3.6 27
Calcasieu 145,415 150,500 5 5,085 3.5 28
Caldwell 9,354 10,100 59 746 8.0 14
Cameron 8,194 8,900 63 706 8.6 1
1
Catahoula 1 1,769 11,100 58 -669 -5.7 57
Claiborne 17,024 16,200 50 -824 -4.8 55
Concordia 22,578 21,100 41 -1,478 -6.5 59
DeSoto 22,764 22,800 38 36 0.2 36
East Baton Rouge 285,167 31 1,400 3 26,233 9.2 8
East Carroll 12,884 11,900 57 -984 -7.6 62
East Feliciana 17,657 16,500 49 -1,157 -6.5 60
Evangeline 31,932 31,800 31 -132 -0.4 42
Franklin 23,946 23,100 37 -846 -3.5 53
Grant 13,671 14,300 55 629 4.6 22
Iberia 57,397 61,400 15 4,003 7.0 16
Iberville 30,746 30,400 32 -346 -1.1 46
Jackson 15,963 15,900 52 -63 -0.4 41
Jefferson 338,229 395,800 2 57,571 17.0 2
Jefferson Davis 29,554 29,800 33 246 0.8 35
Lafayette 1 1 1 ,643 125,300 7 13,657 12.2 5
Lafourche 68,941 72,000 12 3,059 4.4 23
LaSalle 13,295 14,500 53 1,205 9.1 9
Lincoln 33,800 36,100 26 2,300 6.8 17
Livingston 36,511 42,400 21 5,889 16.1 3
Madison 15,065 14,400 54 -665 -4.4 54
Morehouse 32,463 31,900 30 -563 -1.7 48
Natchitoches 35,219 35,700 27 481 1.4 34
Orleans 593,471 564,300 1 -29,171 -4.9 56
Ouachita 115,387 125,600 6 10,213 8.8 10
Plaquemines 25,225 25,900 34 675 2.7 30
Point Coupee 22,002 21,600 40 -402 -1.8 49
Rapides 118,078 121,500 8 3,422 2.9 29
(Continued)
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1975 Number Percent Rank*
Red River 9,226 9,220 61 .5 -26 -0.3 40
Richland 21 ,774 21 ,800 39 26 0.
1
37
Sabine 18,638 19,500 45 862 4.6 20
St. Bernard 51 ,185 57,800 17 6,615 12.9 4
St. Charles 29,550 o o
/~\/~\/~\
32,000 29 2,450 8.3 1
2
St. Helena 9,937 9,300 60 —637 —6.4 58
St. James 19,733 19,600 44 -133 -0.7 44
St. John the Baptist 23,813 24,700 36 887 3.7 25
St. Landry 80,364 79,400 10 -964 -1 .2 47
St. Martin 32,453 34, 1 00 oo 1 ,647 0. 1 i y
St. Mary 60,752 60,600 16 1 CO A O—U.O ooor
St. Tammany 63,585 "7 it AAA/0,4UU 1 1 11 OH1 z,o 1 0 OA 1zU. 1 1
Tangipahoa 65,875 -TA zAA/U,oUU 1 o A 70 C "7 11.2. 1 c1 0
Tensas 9,732 8,500 64 -1 ,232 -12.7 63
Terrebonne 76,049 83,400 9 7,351 9.7 7
Union 18,447 19,300 46 853 4.6 21
Vermilion 43,071 44,200 20 1 , 1 29 2.6 O 1
Vernon 53,794 49,800 19 -3,994 -7.4 61
Washington 41,987 42,000 22 13 0.0 38
Webster 39,939 39,600 24 —339 -0.8 45
West Baton Rouge 16,684 17,500 47 636 3.8 24
West Carroll 13,028 12,700 56 -328 -2.5 51
West Feliciana 10,761 9,200 61.5 -1,561 -14.5 64
Winn 16,369 16,000 51 -369 -2.2 50
*Rank assigned according to percent change, with the highest percent increase assigned the rank of 1 , and
the highest percent decrease receiving the rank of 64.
Source: Compiled and computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976.
564,300 persons. The smallest parish, ranked 64th in 1975, was Tensas,
with only 8,500 inhabitants. Jefferson, in the New Orleans SMSA, was the
second-largest parish.
Twenty-six parishes, or slightly more than 40 percent, had a smaller
population in 1975 than in 1970. The two parishes that experienced the
greatest decreases in that period were West Feliciana (-14.5 percent) and
Tensas (-12.7 percent). . Both are totally rural parishes. In contrast,
Jefferson, Lafayette, Livington, St. Bernard, and St. Tammany were the
five parishes in the state that increased their population by more than 12
percent during the first half of the 1970 decade. They are all metropolitan
parishes.
One question that arises at this point is whether or not parishes with
similar rates of change are clustered geographically; that is, are there
1
'belts' ' or regions of the state that are homogeneous in terms of population
change? The percentages found in Table 1 1 are visually portrayed in Figure
2 . Although no clear-cut concentrations or "belts' ' can be discerned, it can
22
Figure 2. — The parishes of Louisiana: percent change in population, 1970-1975.
(Source: Computed from data obtained from the U. S. Bureau of the Census, Cur-
rent Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976.)
still be said that, overall, parishes along the Louisiana-Mississippi border
experienced a decrease in population (except Tangipahoa, Washington,
and St. Tammany). It is precisely along this border that the previously
mentioned parishes with high population losses (West Feliciana and Ten-
sas) are located. Conversely, parishes along the Louisiana-Texas border
and the Gulf Coast experienced population(except Vernon and St. Mary).
All five of the metrolitan parishes with increases of more than 12 percent
are located in the southern portion of the state.
There was no consistent pattern along Louisiana's northern border. In
the north-central part of the state, a ring of parishes that experienced
increases is found surrounding two parishes that lost population (Jackson
and Winn). A block of parishes with decreasing populations — Allen,
Evangeline, Avoyelles, St. Landry, Pointe Coupee, and Iberville — is
found in the south-central part of the state.
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The amount and rate of both natural increase and net migration for each
parish during the 5-year period under analysis are shown in Table 12. The
parishes are also ranked according to each of the two rates. None of the
parishes experienced natural decrease; that is, none had a greater number of
deaths than births. The lowest rate was that for Claiborne (0.9), while the
highest was that for Bossier Parish (16.0).
Table 1 2.—The Parishes of Louisiana: Components of Population Change, 1 970-1 975
Natural Increase Net Migration
Parish Number Rate Rank 1 Number Rate Rank^
Louisiana 183,225 9.6 -35,188 -0.97
Acadia 2,512 9.2 26 -1,521 -2.92 33
Allen 797 7.3 37 -1,491 -7.17 52
Ascension 2,638 13.5 4 376 1.01 20
Assumption 1,068 10.3 19 -722 -3.67 37
Avoyelles 1,245 6.3 46 -1,496 -3.96 41
Beauregard 979 8.1 35 1,733 7.57 4
Bienville 228 2.7 63 348 2.17 15
Bossier 5,321 16.0 1 -1,324 -2.08 28
Caddo 10,735 8.9 31 -2,519 -1.09 23
Calcasieu 8,151 10.7 18 -3,066 -2.1
1
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Caldwell 176 3.6 61 570 6.09 7
Cameron 393 9.1 28 313 3.82 9
Catahoula 375 6.1 50 -1,044 -8.87 56
Claiborne 79 0.9 64 -903 -5.30 45
Concordia 747 6.3 44 -2,225 -9.85 60
DeSoto 610 5.1 54 -574 -2.52 31
East Baton Rouge 17,693 1 1.8 11 8,540 2.99 11
East Carroll 648 9.6 23 -1,632 -12.67 62
East Feliciana 763 8.2 34 -1,920 -10.87 61
Evangeline 1,085 6.5 42 -1,217 -3.81 39
Franklin 875 7.0 40 -1,721 -7.19 53
Grant 364 5.1 56 265 1.94 16
Iberia 3,548 11.8 13 455 0.79 21
Iberville 1,417 8.8 32 -1,763 -5.73 47
Jackson 410 4.9 57 -473 -2.96 34
Jefferson 23,561 13.3 7 34,010 10.06 2
Jefferson Davis 1,338 8.6 33 -1,092 -3.69 38
Lafayette 7,778 13.3 6 5,879 5.27 8
Lafourche 4,237 11.7 14 -1,178 -1.71 25
LaSalle 355 5.1 55 850 6.39 6
Lincoln 1,221 6.9 41 1,079 3.19 10
Livingston 2,454 12.8 8 3,435 9.41 3
Madison 707 8.9 29 -1,372 -9.11 57
Morehouse 1,693 9.9 20 -2,256 -6.95 51
Natchitoches 1,184 6.4 43 -703 -2.00 27
Orleans 19,312 6.2 47 -48,483 -8.17 55
Ouachita 7,145 11.8 12 3,068 2.66 12
Plaquemines 1,976 14.9 3 -1,301 -5.16 44
Pointe Coupee 813 7.0 39 -1,215 -5.52 46




Natural Increase Net Migration
Parish Number Rate Rank 1 Number Rate Rank2
Red River 266 5.5 52 -292 —O. 1 o
Richland 1,016 8.9 30 -990 -4.55 43
Sabine 545 5.6 51 317 1 .70 l ft1 o
St. Bernard 3,052 1 1 .4 17 3,563 6.96 5
St. Charles 1,927 12.4 9 523 1 .77 17
St. Helena 275 5.3 53 -912 -9. 1
8
58
St. James 1,015 9.8 21 -1 , 148 -5.82 48
St. John the Baptist 1,516 12.1 10 -629 -2.64 32
St. Landry 4,071 9.6 22 -5,035 -6.27 49
St. Martin 1 ,994 1 1 .7 15 -347 -1 .07 22
St. Mary 4,282 13.4 5 -4,434 -7.30 54
St. Tammany 3,143 9.4 24 9,672 15.21 1




60 -1 ,440 -14.80 oo
Terrebonne 6,315 15.8 2 1 036 1 7A 1 O1 7
Union 423 4.4 58 430 0 77i. .00 1 A1 *f
Vermilion 1 ,648 7.3 38 —519 i on OA
Vernon 1,193 4.2 59 -5 187 —9.64
Washington 1,387 6.3 45 -1 ,374 —3.27 36
Webster 1,278 6.1 49 -1,617 -4.05 42
West Baton Rouge 1 ,029 1 1 .6 16 -393 -2.33 30
West Carroll 523 7.6 36 -851 -6.53 50
West Feliciana 345 6.1 48 -1,906 -17.71 64
Winn 274 3.2 62 -643 -3.93 40
^ank assigned according to the rate of natural increase, with the highest rate receiving to the rank of 1
,
and the lowest receiving the rank of 64.
2Rank assigned according to the rate of net migration, with the highest positive rate receiving the rank of 1
and the highest negative receiving the rank of 64.
Source: Compiled and computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports, series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976; Office of the Public Health Statistics, 1974
Series, No. 4 and 1975 Series No. 2 and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972 and 1973.
Geographic distribution of parish rates of natural increase are shown in
Figure 3, with the intention of once again determining spatial patterns.
Parishes with high rates of natural increase (more than 12 per 1 ,000) were
found almost exclusively in the lower Mississippi Delta. The only excep-
tion was Bossier. Most of the 17 parishes with medium-high natural
increase rates of 9.0 to 1 1 .9 are also located in the southern portion of the
state. Perhaps the relatively large proportion of Roman Catholics and
persons of French culture in the southern parishes was a factor influencing
these high rates. Of the 14 parishes with rates of natural increase
categorized as low (less than 6 per 1 ,000), 1 3 are located north of Alexan-
dria. St. Helena was the only parish in the southern half of the state with a
rate below 5.9.
The last two columns in Table 12 indicate that two-thirds of the
parishes experienced a loss of people, or a negative net migration. St.
Tammany was the parish which, proportionately, gained the most through
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Figure 3. — The parishes of Louisiana: rates of natural increase, 1970-1975.
(Source: Compiled and computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the
Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 75-18, March, 1976; Office of
Public Health Statistics, Public Health Statistics, 1974 Series, No. 4, and 1975 Series,
No. 2, and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972 and 1973.)
migration, while West Feliciana was ranked last, losing more than 17
percent of its 1970 population because of the severe imbalance between
the numbers of outmigrants and immigrants.
Figure 4 is the counterpart of Figure 3 for net migration. While a great
proportion of the parishes along the northern and eastern borders of
Louisiana were losing population through the exchange of migrants with
other areas, no predominant pattern was found along the Texas border and
along the Gulf Coast. The three parishes with the heaviest losses (East
Carroll, Tensas, and West Feliciana) are all located along the Mississippi
border; in fact, all parishes on that border experienced losses through
migration except Tangipahoa and St. Tammany. The latter, of course, is a
New Orleans SMSA parish.
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Figure 4. — The parishes of Louisiana: rates of net migration, 1970-1975. (Source:
Compiled and computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 75-18, March 1976; Office of Public
Health Statistics, Public Health Statistics, 1974 Series, No. 4, and 1975 Series, No. 2,
and Vital Statistics of Louisiana, 1971, 1972 and 1973.)
After analyzing separately population change and its components, it is
worthwhile to examine them together. Perhaps some conclusions can be
reached about the relative importance of natural increase and net migra-
tion in determining rates of change. Although all parishes that experi-
enced positive net migration increased their populations between 1970
and 1975, it is not true that all parishes that increased their populations
experienced positive net migration. In fact, there were 17 parishes that
grew despite negative net migration. A majority of these are located in the
lower Mississippi Delta, where natural increase was sufficiently high to
offset losses due to migration. Perhaps the best way to summarize the
relationship between the levels of natural increase, net migration, and
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population change is to say that a parish's rate of change was determined
largely by the rate of net migration, with the levels of fertility and mortal-
ity acting primarily as mediating factors; that is, they had an effect only
when the rate of natural increase was either fairly high or fairly low. In
cases where the surplus of births over deaths was substantial, the parish
was able to offset losses incurred through migration and grow, or, if it
experienced positive net migration, the high rate of natural increase con-
tributed to a rapid rate of growth. On the other hand, in parishes with
fairly low levels of natural increases, negative net migration invariably
meant that the population of the parish would decrease during the 5 -year
period.
Support for the argument that a parish's rate of growth is largely deter-
mined by the level of net migration can be found in their rank-orders
assigned according to rates of change, natural increase, and net migration
in Tables 11 and 12. Spearman's coefficient of rank-order correlation
measures the degree of correspondence between two sets of ranks. The
value of the coefficient ranges from 1.0 (perfect agreement of ranks) to
-
1 .0 (perfect reversal of ranks). A coefficient of 0.0 indicates absolutely
no correspondence between the two sets of ranks. The measure was
applied here to test the degree of correspondence between two paired sets
of ranks: (1) ranks according to percent change and ranks according to
natural increase, and (2) ranks according to percent change and ranks
according to net migration. In the first pair, the coefficient was 0.487, not
a very strong association. But when ranks according to net migration were
paired with ranks according to percent change, the coefficient was 0.961
.
An examination of the situation in some of the parishes may illustrate
the importance of net migration in determining rates of population
change. Tensas and West Feliciana, the most extreme cases of population
decrease in the state between 1970 and 1975, also experienced the highest
negative net migration rates. Their low natural increase rates — 4.1 and
6. 1 respectively— were unable to compensate for migration losses. Simi-
larly, St. Tammany had a rate of natural increase slightly lower than the
state's average, yet it was the parish with the highest positive net migra-
tion rate (15.21), and this resulted in the parish exhibiting the greatest
increase in population in the entire state (20. 1 percent).
Growth rates of the parishes from 1970 to 1975 were compared with
their respective growth rates in the decade from 1960 to 1970. The annual
growth rates for each parish during both time periods are shown in Table
13. The parishes have been grouped in the table according to the change
that took place in their respective rates between the two time periods.
There are six possible categories of change: (1) to a higher positive rate
since 1970; (2) to a lower positive rate; (3) a change from negative to
positive annual growth rate; (4) a change from positive to negative annual
growth rate; (5) a lower negative rate; and (6) a higher negative rate since
1970.
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The grouping with the greatest number of parishes is the second one,
which represents a change to a lower positive rate since 1970. The state as
a whole was characterized by such a trend, growing at a rate of 0.76 from
1970 to 1975, in comparison with a rate of 1.12 in the previous decade.
An examination of Table 13 shows that among parishes that had posi-
tive growth rates in the previous decade, 21 exhibited lower positive rates
from 1970 to 1975, 13 switched to negative rates, and 1 1 grew faster than
Table 13.—The Parishes of Louisiana Grouped According to the Amount and Direction





Higher positive AGR in 1 970-75
than in 1960-70


























St. Bernard 4.75 2.34
St. Charles 3.37 1.53
St. John 2.59 0.70
St. Martin 1.11 0.95
St. Tammany 5.11 3.56
Terrebonne 2.27 1.77
Vermilion 1.04 0.49
West Baton Rouge 1.32 0.71
(Continued)
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in the 1960-1970 period. Among parishes that were losing population
during the 1960's, seven have slowed their rate of population loss, six
reversed the trend and started increasing, but six others lost, proportion-
ately, even more persons than in the previous decade.
With the exceptions of Orleans and Webster, all metropolitan parishes
Table 13.—(Continued)
Annual Growth Rate
Parish 1 960- 1 970 1 970- 1 975
Change from negative to positive AGR
between 1960-70 and 1970-75
Bienville -0.43 0.68
DeSoto -0.63 0.03




Change from positive to negative AGR








St. Helena 0.82 -1.25
St. James 0.72 -0.13
St. Mary 2.21 A A C—U.UO
Vernon 1 1 .39 -1 .46
Webster 0.06 -0. 16
Winn U. 1 1 —<J.4J
Lower negative AGR in 1970-75
than in 1960-70
Claiborne -1.30 -0.94




Red River -0.78 -0.05
West Carroll -0.84 -0.49
Higher negative AGR in 1970-75
than in 1960-70
East Carroll -1.13 -1.50
Orleans -0.56 -0.96
Pointe Coupe -0.22 -0.35
St. Landry -0.14 -0.23
Tensas -1.91 -2.55
West Feliciana -1.40 -2.94
Source.- Compiled and computed from data obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 75-18, March 1976, and U.S. Census of Population, 1960, PC
(1)-A20, Louisiana.
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grew during both the 1960-1970 and 1970-1975 periods. Most of the
metro parishes, however, were in the category of lower positive rates in
the latter period. Except for Sabine, all parishes that have experienced
higher growth rates since 1970 are either metropolitan or adjacent non-
metropolitan. An overwhelming majority of parishes that lost population
during both periods were either less urbanized or totally rural nonmetro
parishes. The six parishes that went from negative to positive rates were
all adjacent nonmetropolitan parishes. This type of change was the only
one that did not contain any totally rural parishes. As for the group of 13
parishes that went from population growth to population decline, the
majority were less urbanized nonmetro parishes.
Vernon stands out as the parish that exhibited the greatest contrast in its
annual growth rates for the two time periods. The difference between its
1960-1970 and 1970-1975 rates was 12.85. The difference between the
two rates for the state as a whole w as only 0.36. Although Vernon "s rate
of natural increase has not changed significantly since 1970. the change in
net migration has been phenomenal. During the 1960's. when Fort Polk
was reactivated, the parish was gaining an average of about 3,33 1 persons
a year. Since 1970. however, it has been losing about 988 persons annu-
ally. Consequently, in the latter period the parish declined by an annual
rate of -1.46. in contrast to its 1960-1970 rate of +11.39
SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS
1
.
Despite losing population through migration from 1970 to 1975. the
population of Louisiana during that period increased 4.1 percent. This
growth was due to a surplus of births over deaths, which w as more than
sufficient to offset migration losses.
2. Since 1970. contrary to the widely publicized national trend, met-
ropolitan areas in Louisiana have grown at a faster rate than nonmet-
ropolitan areas. Whereas the metro areas as a whole recorded relatively
small gains through migration, the nonmetro areas, especially those not
adjacent to metro parishes, experienced heavy migration losses. As for
natural increase, metro parishes gained proportionately more population
through excess of births over deaths than did the nonmetro parishes as a
whole.
3. Within the metro classification, the medium and smaller metro
areas since 1970 have exhibited higher growth rates than the one greater
metro area in the state (the New Orleans SMSA). The medium and smal-
ler metro areas experienced positive net migration and relatively high
rates of natural increase. In contrast, the New Orleans SMSA as a whole
lost population through migration and had relatively low rates of natural
increase.
4. In the nonmetro areas, the population in parishes adjacent to metro
areas in general has grown since 1970 at a faster rate than the population
31
of nonadjacent parishes. In a pattern once again contrary to the national
trend, the most urbanized nonmetro parishes (both adjacent and nonadja-
cent) experienced the greatest increase of all nonmetro areas. The finding
that totally rural nonmetro parishes in Louisiana continued to be areas of
either population loss or very slow growth consitutes another deviation
from the national trend. A look at the components of change proved use-
ful: among the nonmetro parishes, the most urbanized one exhibited the
highest rates of natural increase, whereas the totally rural parishes had the
lowest rates. In terms of net migration, losses incurred by the more ur-
banized nonmetro parishes were not as significant, proportionately, as
losses experienced by the totally rural parishes. The latter continued to be
the greatest losers in net migration.
5. In comparison with the period from 1960 to 1970, all residence
categories in Louisiana grew at a slower rate from 1970 to 1975. The
nonmetro-nonadjacent parishes stand out as having populations with the
greatest decline in rates of change between the two periods. Due to an
overall reduction in the birth rate since the 1960's, natural increase in all
residence classes has declined, with the less urbanized and totally rural
parishes showing the greatest decrease. As for net migration, metro areas
in general began to gain population in 1970 after a decade of negative net
migration. This pattern was particularly the case in the medium and smal-
ler metro areas. The greater metro area deviated from this pattern: its core
parish continued the previous trend of losing population and the fringe
parishes began to level off in the volume of positive net migration. The
net migration trends in the nonmetro areas were much more uniform: all
subcategories continued into the 1 970's a tradition of losing population that
had prevailed during the previous decade.
6. Overall, the parishes along the eastern border of the state tended to
have smaller populations in 1975 as compared with 1970, whereas
parishes along the western border and the coast tended to grow during the
5-year period. The parishes with the highest rates of negative net migra-
tion are located along the Mississippi border. Parishes with high rates of
natural increase are likely to be found in the southern portion of the state,
while parishes with low rates of natural increase are primarily northern
parishes. The level of net migration has undoubtedly been much more
influential than natural increase in determining rates of change in the
populations of the parishes of Louisiana from 1970 to 1975.
7. A comparison of parish growth rates from 1970 to 1975 with their
respective growth rates during the decade of the 1960's showed that
among the 45 parishes that had grown in population in that previous de-
cade, one-fourth began experiencing reductions in their total populations.
The rest were able to keep growing in the 1970's, but mostly at a slower
rate than during the 1960's. As for the 19 parishes that were losing popu-
lation, two-thirds of them continued to lose population from 1970 to
1975, while the rest started growing at a fairly slow rate.
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CONCLUSIONS
It is hardly necessary to repeat here that Louisiana is not following the
national trend toward population growth in nonmetropolitan America. The
overwhelming majority of nonmetro parishes in the state are either losing
population or growing slowly, and continue to lose persons in the exchange
of population with other areas.
Nonadjacent and rural parishes are the principal losers in the nonmetro
category, and it does not appear that this tendency is about to be reversed.
On the contrary, these parishes were losing more population and growing
at an even slower rate during 1 970 to 1 975 than during the 1 960's. On the
other hand, metropolitan areas continue to grow faster than nonmetro
areas; in fact, during the period from 1970 to 1975, metro areas gained
population through migration, reversing the trend that predominated dur-
ing the 1 960's of losing population as a result of migration. There were
significant differences, however, within the metro category. Orleans
Parish exhibited trends typical of "central city" or "core" areas of large
U.S. cities; it has been losing population during the past 15 years through
heavy outmigration. In contrast, the fringe parishes of the New Orleans
SMSA are the fastest growing areas in the state. Because of migration
losses the core parish is incurring, however, the growth rate of the New
Orleans SMSA as a whole has leveled off and it is not gaining as much
population through migration as its did in the 1 960's.
What emerges as a crucial consideration in understanding the changes in
the population of Louisiana since 1970 is the role of medium-sized cities,
specifically Lafayette, Baton Rouge, and Monroe. These three areas,
particularly Lafayette, have registered tremendous gains in population
since 1970 as a result of both high net migration and natural increase. This
is consistent with Beale's (1976, p. 956) observation that small to
medium-sized metro areas have increased net inmigration during the
1970's and that it is only in the large metro areas that we find declining
population growth. However, unlike Beale's other findings about the
national population, the tendency toward heavier inmigration and higher
growth rates exhibited by these medium metro areas does not extend, in
Louisiana, to nonmetro areas, as it does in the rest of the nation.
One possible explanation for the observed trends is that nonmetro areas
in Louisiana have not yet "bottomed out" in terms of their contributions
to the growth of metro areas and that it is the medium and smaller metro
areas, particularly those located along a north-south axis through the
center of the state, that are increasingly becoming the principal be-
neficiaries of those contributions.
Obviously, it is not entirely valid to test the applicability of findings
derived from a study of the national population to the situation in one
particular state, primarily because a state is not a fairly enclosed and
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inclusive migration unit, as is a national population. Nevertheless, the
findings by Beale and others have been used here only as a guide in the
examination of residential differentials in rates of change within the state
of Louisiana. This study provides citizens and officials with a picture of
the trends in their state and how these compare with highly-publicized
national patterns. It also provides the demographic explanations for these
trends. Future research will have to consider those essential demographic
explanations and also examine factors in the social and economic organi-
zation of the state that are associated with the observed rates of population
change. Why do nonmetro areas in Louisiana continue to contribute a
large number of migrants to other areas? What are the factors behind the
high rates of net inmigration and natural increase of medium and small
metro areas? Perhaps, unlike the national situation (Beale, 1976, p. 975),
the gap between rural and metro areas of Louisiana in the availability and
quality of services and in the conveniences of living has not been reduced
to the point where living in rural areas is as satisfying as living in metro
areas. In other words, it is possible that it still makes quite a bit of differ-
ence, in terms of services and other amenities of life, as to whether one
resides in rural or metropolitan Louisiana. Another possible avenue of
investigation would be to determine whether small and medium metro
areas of Louisiana have recently acquired or intensified their economic
functions so as to create a rise in employment opportunities. It is undoub-
tedly true, for example, that offshore oil and gas development has been
largely responsible for the rapid growth of Lafayette.
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